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Today we will Be“H learn 2”1 97 of 313 noomn. 1'7133 1:]1

Some of the topics we will learn about include:

191931217
A majority is Halachically considered like the whole.

Nevertheless, a Nazir must shave ALL of his hair. n15’ J ﬂ1}”w

Mo MW

If the Nazir leaves two hairs unshaven, the shaving is
invalid. The Gemara mentions several scenarios and
discusses when the remaining hairs disqualify the nn%n.

;ph’; ilesDI;?th discusses whether a Nazir may shampoo or n P’ ﬂ 01 n D’ Dn

comb his hair.

N2 K91 ROV RS

There are two distinct prohibitions concerning nxmv: not
to become X»v and not to enter a building that contains R :’ Nb1 NDU, Nb
R, The Gemara determines in which cases these

would be applicable.

Ris b Pliaia)
The Gemara also discusses the various ways whereby a
Nagzir is liable for contacting Iz while he is already

:ffg»;h;i g]eé)ends on the Halachah of 7D1>’1 bb1n D

The degree of nxmv transferred to a person who touches
someone in contact with a corpse.

I PIOIN PRY 727

Punw 117 holds that one may perform an action that might
result in an Mo°R as long as he does not do so intentionally.
However,

MONT W 2’001 NYNW 27 AT

Ifit's inevitable that the o) will result, it’s forbidden.
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So let's review...

The Gemara returns to the Mishnah quoted earlier on » 97
regarding all nrban mzn:

M IR
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All cases of obligatory shaving require a razor, and are
invalidated if two hairs remain.

The Gemara derives from this Mishnah another principle:
RITPINTP 1213 127 DWINR NN

We can infer from the Mishnah that performing a majority
of an Halachic process is as effective as carrying out the
entire procedure, because the Pasuk says

PN WRI DR AN

The Nazir must shave - and then reiterates

NM» »awn or3, to teach us

1913 RYRT TYT R R

The ENTIRE head must be shaved, implying

12193 1217 ROV R

In comparable Halachos a majority WOULD suffice.

The Gemara now discusses when two remaining hairs
disqualify a n5mn:
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If two hairs were left unshaven, and then

I AN N IWRI A

The rest of his hair grew back, and he subsequently shaved
those two hairs,

KD IR 29V D

Is this a valid n>man or not?

Perhaps the shaving of the two last hairs were invalid,
because, as mooIN explains,

W RO ORI AW DRI

Since at that point his head was full of hair, cutting those
two hairs is not considered m>.
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The entive head must be shaved
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The Gemara questions further

R27°2

TIVW DY PIM AW )

When two hairs are left unshaven; if

NR 70N AR 1)

He shaved one hair and then the other one fell out, it is
certainly considered a m>), since, as moon explains, 12
M MW 11 19I5 Raw, there were two hairs, which is the
minimum m>3 1w, when he shaved the single hair;
however, the Gemara asks

D ONR A2 DAR W3

If one of the two hairs fell out, and he then shaved the
other hair, is it considered a m>» or not?

The Gemara concludes

IR PR Y% MIBD IR PR DWW 9"PR

Even though there is no hair left, he has not fulfilled the
Mm% M, since, as MoUIN explains,

YW 2P0 VR AN

The first shaving was not complete.

R VW 27770 R DR NN9anay

And the second time he only shaved one hair.

Zugt di Mishnah
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A Nazir may scrub his hair with 717X 903, various
cleansing agents, and separate them by hand, but he may
not comb them.

The Gemara explains that our Mishnah follows the
opinion of y»w »17 that

I PINN PRY 727

One may perform an action that might result in a Wo'x as
long as he does not do so intentionally; yet he may not
comb, because

PO MYTOT P71 PONY PO Do

Someone who combs also intends to remove any dangling
hair, and this is considered intentional.

According to some 01wR, even if it's not intentional, it is
a

W o9, inevitable, and
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Zugt di Mishnah
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SRYw? 127 forbids shampooing because, as the w'R7
explains, it is a Xw™ 09, inevitably resulting in N,
The Gemara wonders whether his reason is

MWW NR NIWN RV 190

Because it actually removes the hair, and therefore m>7x
RN RHT, a type of shampoo that does NOT do so, would
be permitted; or

130 nwnn 1om, and therefore XS 555 55, he forbids ALL
shampoo because of those that do make the hair fall out.
The Gemara says »’n, leaving the question unresolved.
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He shaved one hair and then the other UMMOM
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% one o% the two WJ/M outt, and he then shaved
the dther hair, it it considered & /)/[4 or not?
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A Nazir may scrub his hair Y/
with various cleansing agents 07
/Y 29 and separate them by hand, Y2 /M

VL but he may not comb them IV
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Zugt di Mishnah

oraI P MY PIY
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A Nazir is only liable once for drinking wine many times.
Unless;

AW RIM AW YR AW SR 12 1R

nNRI NNR 535 270

If he received separate warnings for each transgression,
he’'s liable for a corresponding number of mipbmn.

Similarly,

AR ROR 277K 0P 92 M9

1M RIM 190 OR 1530 SR 1 1R

nnRI IR 5o 5 27n

He is liable separately for each shaving if he was warned
each time; and the same applies for the R MON:

MR ROR 271 10R OV 92 D005 RDOD 77

RPOP RN RPON HR RPLI OX 15 IR

anRI IR 595 27n

The Gemara explains that once a Nazir is X»v, he does not
cause additional nxm»v by touching a corpse again. If so,
how he can be liable for a second nxmw?

R 27 IOR R IOR
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The Pasuk says

DN BAY RV RD 12 10K 1IN

Clearly forbidding a Nazir from becoming Xiv;

R R5 IR RIW
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The Pasuk X2 X> n» w915 adds an additional prohibition
not to enter any roofed area that contains Ixmw.
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However, 127 says that

RD IRDIO) IR

He is not liable for coming into contact with nxmv when
he is already xi>o.

qo1 29, on the other hand, maintains

IRPIVI IRDIV 179K

He IS liable for both transgressions in this case as well, as
we see from another statement of X727

MNP P22 T AW T

27712 VI3 IR TN NN 1D I0WIM

If a Nazir is in a cemetery and therefore obviously xnv;
and he then touches another corpse, he is liable for the
second transgression. In this case, as well,

DRPY ROV R

He is already xiv, and yet X1 17 says that he is liable for
both transgressions.

The Gemara now brings contradictory proofs. On the one
hand, we have a k92 that says

19115 5Y Inn nnIb PR 3

12 V33 IR 1IN 19 0T

If a Kohein, while holding a corpse, touches another
corpse, he is not liable for touching the second corpse,
because the Pasuk says

PP

T SN RITW 1 R

He may not profane his holiness; since, in this case, he is
already profaned, he is not liable.

On the other hand, our Mishnah states clearly

RV HR RPON ORI 1IOR

DAY MR 555V 27N

He IS liable for coming into contact with Xm0 multiple
times?

The Gemara answers:

PN ROW IR PN IR

It depends if he was still in contact with the first corpse
when he touched the second.

mooin explains that one is only liable for a second
transgression if there was a IRV NOOIN, an extra degree
of nkmv added by contacting the second corpse
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DafHachaim.org

40/' A2 DRy,
mINI
NS PN

mNI 19BN
NI

;9/3) Y
MNP N2 T A M
AN PN NN DAY O A
Even though he iy already tif]
£/? holdy that he iy liable for bath z‘mrm?rmm/

X

\5)/5// AnrI
% AN n AR e i
NaBn o8 BNS 5 A
Nan o8 M 19 WA
AR 55 5y avn 13 P AN Y

AN
7’31‘?':117
MY %// £ 3¢ £

a2 Now N2 "2 N2

Nazir 42-5



M7

The Halachah is

NIV

D1 NYIW RPV? 12 V37

If someone touches a person who is in contact with a
corpse at that moment, he becomes xnv for seven days;
while if he touches that person AFTER he lets go of the
corpse he is only xnv for one day.

Therefore, the Xn92 was discussing 912°13, and so he is
791 591, However, our Mishnah is discussing X>w
PM2'n2, when he touches a corpse after having let go of
the first, and therefore nooIN ROR T 5512 8D PR, it is an
addition to his IRMYV, since he can now be Xnvw others to a
greater degree while touching the second corpse, and so
he is liable for the second transgression.

The Gemara adds, even though we find that

WP IDIING ROR PN ARV IR R?

RD 109 T 715 DR

This Halachah was not said in regards to a Nazir or
someone who wants to bring a noo 127p, indicating that it
is only a 13277 ARDW?

DRI OTR NN IR
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There are two explanations:

mooin here explains that N1 07X " M20 is RNPIRTY,
because this is a case of two people, where the second
person is touching the first person who is in contact with
the n». However, D781 07X *M2°1 1S 1312775, because this is a
case of three people; where the third person is touching
the second person who is merely touching the first person
who is in contact with the nn.

W7 in 77 12V Noon explains that both cases are of two
people. However, npa DR *N2'm is RN IRTH, because the
second person is touching the first person WHILE he is in
contact with the n». However, D782 DR * W21 1S 132770,
because the second person is touching the first person
AFTER he let go of the nn.
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The Halachah is...
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However, our Mishnah is
discussing p»2n2 ROW,
therefore 55mn N2> pR
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Therefore, the N2
was discussing pnana,
and so he is 1o b5nn
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